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Real Party in Interest 
The real party in interest is Knoll, Inc., assignee of the application. 






Related Appeals and Interferences 
There are no related appeals. 

Status of Claims 

Claims 1-2, 6-13, 15-18, 52 and 54-56 are pending; claims 17, 18, 55 and 56 have been 
allowed over the prior art of record; and claims 1-2, 6-13, 15, 16 and 52, 54 currently stand 
rejected are on appeal. Claims 3-5, 14 and 53 were previously cancelled in Applicant's response 
dated January 30, 2003. All the pending claims are reproduced in Appendix 1. 
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Status of Amendments 
There are no outstanding amendments. 

Summary of the Invention 
The claims on appeal are directed to a panel assembly for a modular office furniture 
system comprising a rigid frame assembly and a plurality of facing panels. Means are provided 
for individually mounting each of the plurality of facing panels to the rigid frame assembly 
whereby a cavity is formed between the rigid frame assembly and each of the plurality of facing 
panels. A crown member is attached to a top portion of the rigid frame assembly, the crown 
member adapted to mount and support office furniture accessories thereon. 

Issues 

Whether the Examiner erred in rejecting claims 1, 2, 6-13, 15, 16, 52 and 54 under 35 
U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Charman, U.S. Patent 4,63 1,881 (a copy of which is 
attached hereto as Appendix 2, hereinafter "Charman"). 

Grouping of Claims 
The claims can be grouped in the following groups. 

I. Appealed Claims 1, 2, 6-13 and 15-16 are directed to a panel assembly for a 
modular office furniture system. 

II. Appealed Claims 52 and 54 are directed to a freestanding panel assembly for a 
modular office panel system. 



ARGUMENTS 



The Examiner erred rejecting claims 1-2, 6-13, 15, 16 and 52, 54 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(e) as being anticipated by Charm an. 

In the Office Action mailed August 13, 2003, the Examiner rejected these claims, stating 
that Charman shows an office screen and partitions comprising a rigid frame assembly 17,18, 
free stands 14, a plurality of top, intermediate and bottom brackets 40 (referring to figures 3 and 
5) mounting on the rigid frames 17.18 a pair of top 19, intermediate 20, bottom 21 facing panels 
assembly having mounting means on the edged (sic) of the facing panels (referring to figure 7), 
and "an unobstructed cavity" being stated as defined between the inward facing back surface of 
the panels and the outward facing exterior surfaces of the extension posts 15,16 which upper 
spaces generally are defined along the vertical length of each respective extension post 15,16. 
The Examiner held that the "unobstructed cavity" permits passage 80 of the cabling as well as the 
horizontal rails 24,25 horizontally across the extension post 15,16 and long the entire length of 
the wall panel system, and a crown member 95 on the top of the panel assembly (citing figures 
1-7). This rejection is respectfully traversed. 

Although not a final rejection, this is at least the seventh (7th) office action on the merits 
in this application, which is a continuation of application Serial Number 08/864,138 filed on May 
28, 1997, now U.S. Patent No. 6,167,664. Thus this appeal is timely. 

It is respectfully submitted that Charman does not show an unobstructed cavity between 
the facing panels and the support posts, as described and claimed in the present application. As 
shown in Figure 1 , and discussed at column 4, lines 61-63 the panel in Charman requires the use 
of horizontal braces 24, 25 and cable trays 80. As set forth on page 3, line 3 through page 4, 



line 2 of the present application, this is exactly the type of problem that the present invention 
overcomes. Moreover, Figure 1 shows that the cabling can only move vertically at the end posts. 
Also, as shown in Figure 15, the edges 72 of the panels in Charman abut the end post 15,16. 
This results in the wiring becoming "crimped" when the panel is tilted, as clearly shown in the 
bottom portion of Figure 15. The Board's attention is directed to column 7, lines 30-44, wherein 
Charman describes the horizontal cable paths. It is specifically stated that the cables are "passed 
over the posts 15,16 between adjacent screens", thus teaching against an "unobstructed" cavity. 
Thus, clearly, the "cavity" in Charman is not unobstructed, as described and claimed in the 
present application. 

In all of the Offices Actions submitted by the Examiner, each of the prior art references 
cited show that at least the edges of the panels abut the side or support posts, contrary to the 
teachings of the present invention. In the present application, it can clearly be seen, for example 
in Figures 4 and 5 along with page 11, line 19 through page 13 of the Specification, that the 
panels do not abut the support posts, and that cabling can pass anywhere through the panel 
system. Nothing in the prior art cited by the Examiner either teaches or suggest applicants 
claimed invention. 

CONCLUSION 

In summary, it is respectfully submitted that the prior art of record, neither alone nor in 
combination, as construed by the Examiner anticipates or renders the present claimed invention 
obvious to one of skill in the art, as providing a panel or panel system having an unobstructed 
cavity between the panels and the support system, eliminating the need for cable trays and 
horizontal support posts, as described and claimed in the present application. For the foregoing 
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reasons, the claims on appeal are patentable over each of the cited references and the teaching of 
the prior art as a whole. Reversal of the rejections and allowance of the appealed claims are 
respectfully requested. 

Enclosed is our check in the amount of $330.00 to cover the cost of the filing of the Brief 
on Appeal. Should there be a deficiency in the filing fee not covered by the enclosed check, 
please charge such deficiency to Deposit Account No. 02-4553. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Michael G. Panian 
Registration No. 32,623 



BUCHANAN INGERSOLL, P.C. 

One Oxford Centre 

301 Grant Street 

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 

(412) 562-3743 



Dated: January 5, 2004 



Attorney for Applicants 
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